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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election of Group I, Claims 1-9, in the reply filed on 25 June 2008 is 
acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the 
supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Claims 10-23 and 27 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 25 
June 2008 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 2 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
Indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding Claim 2, the phrase "for preference" renders the claim indefinite 
because It Is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed 
Invention. For purposes of examination, the Examiner assumes that fibrous material 
forming the surface of the second roller is claimed. 

Regarding Claim 5, the phrase "hose-type" renders the claim indefinite because 
the claim includes elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by "-type"). 
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thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. For example, would any 
woven or non-woven materials be hose-type because they are made from fiber, too? 
Are films hose-type if they are tubular, too? Would seamed tubular material be 
considered hose-type? For purposes of examination, the Examiner assumes that the 
felt material is a hose covering. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 3, 6, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Karami (US Patent No. 3,965,906). 

With respect to Claim 1 , Karami teaches of making a perforated web 32, 39 (a 
method for the manufacture of a perforated nonwoven) by passing needles 46 of an 
upper roll 44 through the webs 32, 39 (wherein perforation means engage into the 
nonwoven, the perforation means are arranged on a first roller; the perforation means 
displace the fibers of the nonwoven) into the bristles 50 or soft surface such as rubber 
of a lower roll 48 (the perforation means engage through the nonwoven into a surface of 
a second roller; whereby the perforation means engage in a material on the second 
roller, which they can displace during the engagement and whereby contours are 
formed in the material) (see col. 3, line 45 through col. 4, line 1 and fig. 1). 
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With respect to Claim 3, Karami teaches that heating is done after rather than 
during perforation (see col. 7, lines 1-11). Thus, the temperature during perforation is 
necessarily below that of the melt temperature of the nonwoven or a decomposition 
temperature of the material. 

With respect to Claims 6 and 8, Karami teaches passing needles 46 of an upper 
roll 44 through the webs 32, 39 forming permanent perforations (the perforation means 
displace fibers of the nonwoven; whereby the fibers are compacted and an opening in 
the nonwoven is stabilized) into the bristles 50 or soft surface such as rubber of a lower 
roll 48 (push against the material; fibers are at least in part drawn in sympathy into the 
material) (see col. 3, line 45 through col. 4, line 1 and fig. 1). 

With respect to Claim 9, Karami teaches that the perforated webs 32, 39 are 
acted on by the subsequent processing steps involving the heating member 58, heating 
elements 64 and 70, and a severing second section 76 (see col. 3, line 66 through col. 
4, line 59), which would necessarily include their reception and thus detection of the 
perforated webs 32, 39. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 2 and 4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Karami (US Patent No. 3,965,906) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Ciaccia et al. (US Patent No. 4,257,842). 

With respect to Claims 2 and 4, Karami teaches a lower roller that is bristles 50 
or soft surface such as rubber (see col. 3, line 45 through col. 4, line 1 ) but does not 
expressly teach that the soft surface is a felt material or a partially fibrous material. 

Ciaccia teaches that a conforming roller opposing a shaping roller is paper-wool 
(a felt material; a partially fibrous material) (see col. 3, lines 47-52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Ciaccia's paper-wool roller in the process of Karami because 
Karami teaches using other materials as soft surfaces (see Karami, col. 3, lines 55-57) 
and Ciaccia's surface allows it to be complementary to the action of the shaping roller 
(see Ciaccia, col. 3, lines 33-60). 

Claims 3 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Karami (US Patent No. 3,965,906) as applied to claims 1 and 6 above, and further in 
view of Giacometti (European Patent Application 0 598 970 Al ). 

With respect to Claim 3, Karami teaches that heating is done after rather than 
during perforation (see col. 7, lines 1-11). 

However, if it is held that Karami does not explicitly teach that the temperature of 
the perforation means is within the claimed range (e.g., below that of the melt 
temperature of the nonwoven or a decomposition temperature of the material), in this 
regard, Giacometti teaches maintaining the outer surface of a perforation means at a 
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suitable temperature to facilitate the processing of the web material via a heating means 
(below a melt temperature of the nonwoven or a decomposition temperature of the 
material) (see col. 3, lines 51-56 and col. 5, lines 52-56). As such, Giacometti 
recognizes that the temperature of the perforation means is a result-effective variable. 
Since the temperature of the perforation means is a result-effective variable, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have obviously been motivated to determine the optimum 
temperature of the perforation means applied in the process of Karami through routine 
experimentation based upon facilitate the plastic deformation of the web material (see 
Giacometti, col. 3, lines 51-56). 

With respect to Claim 7, Karami teaches of making a perforated web 32, 39 by 
passing needles 46 of an upper roll 44 through the webs 32, 39 (see col. 3, line 45 
through col. 4, line 1 and fig. 1) but does not expressly teach that when the perforation 
means engage, fibers are at least in part forced out of the nonwoven, whereby the fibers 
for a structure which correspondingly exhibits a geometry of the perforation means, 
which, after the nonwoven has run through the first and second roll, rises from the 
surface of the nonwoven. 

Giacometti teaches that protuberances P1 , P2 from the cylinder 7 break through 
the web N and partially detach material that remains connected to the web (that when 
the perforation means engage, fibers are at least in part forced out of the nonwoven, 
whereby the fibers for a structure which correspondingly exhibits a geometry of the 
perforation means, which, after the nonwoven has run through the first and second roll. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/521 ,532 Page 7 

Art Unit: 1791 

rises from the surface of the nonwoven) (see col. 5, line 52 through col. 6, line 7 and fig. 
7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to form partially detached material from the web as taught by 

Giacometti in the process of making a perforated web as taught by Karami in order to 
obstruct backflow and direct liquid to the interior of a formed product (see Giacometti, 
col. 6, lines 14-28). 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Karami 
(US Patent No. 3,965,906) in view of Ciaccia et al. (US Patent No. 4,257,842) as 
applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of McGrew (US Patent No. 5,51 ,030). 

With respect to Claim 5, Karami in view of Ciaccia teach a method of making an 
embossing roller as of felt as previously described but does not expressly teach that the 
felt is a hose covering. 

McGrew teach that the material of a shaping roller should be seamless (see col. 
1 , lines 44-63 and col. 2, lines 44-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use McGrew's teaching of seamless rollers in the process of 
Karami in order to provide cleaner shaped products (see McGrew, col. 2, lines 58-60). 
Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrick Butler whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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8517. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thu. 7:30 a.m.-5 p.m. and 
alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson can be reached on (571) 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

/Monica A Huson/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



